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REMARKS 

The examiner has determined that, following Applicants election of August 23, 2003, a 
further election is required to identify the specific species for the following groups: 
R and R' as enumerated in claims 18, 19, and 24 
X and X' as enumerated in claims IS and 25 
L, V, and L" as enumerated in claims 18 and 26 
P and P 7 as enumerated in claims 18 and 27 
Y as enumerated in claims 18 and 28 [ 
In response, Applicants elect, with traverse, the following groups, which are exemplified 

in Example 1: I 
R and R' : a radical of CigH^Cm 

X and X': a radical of methylene dicyclohexyl diisocyanate 
L, L\ and L": a radical of methylene dicyclohexyl diisocyanate 
P and P': a radical of N-methylethanolamine 
Y: a radical of polyethylene glycol | 
In view of this election, claims 18-21, 23, 26, 28, and 30-33 read on the elected species. 
If, after conducting a farther search using the elected species, the examiner determines that the 
generic or linking claims are allowable, Applicants request that the examiner allow a reasonable 
number of species claims, such as these species recited in claims 22, 24, 25, and 27. See 37 
C.F R. § 1-141. 

Applicants respectfully traverse this election-of-species requirement. An examiner may 
require Applicants to ekct a species when an application contains generic claims. However, the 
examiner must make this requirement in the faction on the application containing the generic 
claim. See 37 C.F.R. § 1 .146. The first action, in this application was made on June 27, 2003, 
where the Office made a restriction/election requirement. Therefore, it is improper for the Office 
to make an additional requirement at this relatively late stage of the prosecution. 

Additionally, the general purpose of an election-of-species requirement is to assist the 
examiner with the search. See MPEP § 809. In this case, a complete search has already been 
undertaken by the examiner. Therefore, the purpose of having Applicants elect a spectes has 
been obviated by the Office's progression of the prosecution of this application. 
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Accordingly, for at least these reasons, Applicants believe thjs election-of-species 
requirement to *e improper, unnecessary and respectfully traverse this requirement 



Respectfully subletted, 
Pillsbury Winthrop LLP 



Date: September 7, 2004 



P.O. Box 10500 

McLean, VA 22102 

General Telephone No.: 703-905-2000 

General Facsimile No.: 703-905-2500 



By:. 



Jeffrey N. Townes 
Registration No.: 1 47,142 



i 



30477695v2 

PAGE 12/12 " RCVD AT 91712004 5:07:40 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO€FXRF-1/0 * DNIS:S729306 * CSID:703 905 2500 * DURATION (mm-ss):O3-O0 



This Page is Inserted by IFW Indexing and Scanning 
Operations and is not part of the Official Record 

BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 

Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACK BORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR SIDES 

□ FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 

€J LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXfflBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



